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REPLY TO RESTRICTION AND ELECTION OF SPEICES REQUIREMENTS 

Sir : 

Applicants are in receipt of the Office Action of 
September 15, 2009, in the nature of restriction and elections 
of species requirements, on the basis of purported lack of unity 
of invention under PCT Rules 13.1 and 13.2. 



First, Applicants respectfully request the PTO to 
acknowledge receipt of Applicants' papers filed under §119. 

Restriction has been required among what the PTO deems 
as being seven (7) separate inventions. As Applicants must make 
an election even though the requirement is traversed, Applicants 
hereby respectfully and provisionally elect Group I, presently 
claims 1-6, with traverse and without prejudice. 
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October 15, 2009 

Applicants believe and respectfully submit that claims 
7-12, respectively Groups I I -VI I, are each sufficiently tied to 
the elected Group I to meet the requirements for unity of 
invention under PCT Rules 13.1 and 13.2. Thus, even if the 
prior art mentioned on page 3 of the Office Action were to 
require a reduction in scope of the elected Group I claims, 
corresponding changes could then be made in claims 7-12, whereby 
there would then be unity of invention in common subject matter 
of reduced scope. For the record, Applicants are not taking the 
position that any reduction in scope is necessary at this stage. 

Even if the requirement is maintained with respect to 
Group I, Applicants would continue the traversal among Groups 
II -VII . 

The PTO has also required Applicants to elect between 
the resin films of claims 3 and 4 as species which define 
separate inventions under PCT Rules 13.1 and 13.2. As 
Applicants must make an election even though the requirement is 
traversed, Applicants hereby respectfully and provisionally 
elect the resin film species of claim 3, with traverse and 
without prejudice. The claims which read on the elected species 
are claims 1-3, 5-7, 9, 11 and 12. 

The requirement is traversed on the basis of that the 
common invention as defined by PCT Rules 13.1 and 13.2 is set 
forth in claim 1. The species may indeed be patentably distinct 
from one another, but that criterion does not apply under PCT 
Rules 13 . 1 and 13 . 2 . 
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Withdrawal of the requirements and examination of all 
the claims on the merits are respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BROWDY AND NEIMARK, P.L.L.C. 
Attorneys for Applicants 



By 



Sheridan Neimark 
Registration No. 20,520 



SN: Itm 

Telephone No. : (202) 628-5197 
Facsimile No. : (202) 737-3528 
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